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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE:CS Docket No. 97-55,FCC 97-34

MAR 25 1997

We are opposed to the v-chip rating system presented by Jack
Valenti on Jan. 17, 1997. We do not believe age alone is enough
to base our decision on what our children should view on TV. We
need to know about the content of the show and what could be
inappropriate such as violence or profanity. We do not want
someone to decide what is right for our children but prefer to do
this ourselves. When a child sees TV7, they think it's fine to
watch if they are seven but it may not be. We want the content
listed as it should be.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's
rating system has met the requirements of the Telecommunications
Act of 1996. We do not think this system does so and ask that the
FCC not approve the industry rating system and request a system
that includes content information for VIOLENCE, NUDITY, SEXUAL
CONTENT, AND LANGUAGE. We also ask that the FCC require a V-chip
band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system, that the rating icon on the TV screen be made
larger, more prominently placed, and appear more frequently
during a program. We would like to see the rating board be made
independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents.

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and I am a member of
the board of the Timbercrest PTA and appreciate the opportunity
to comment on this important matter that affects children and
families. We have heard so much about violence and how it affects
our children. You can give parents the ability to filter out the
violence, sex, nudity and language. Please help the parents that
are willing to make this effort to raise decent, moral children
who are not learning things before they are ready to.

Sincerely,
Karen DeCesare
Kenneth DeCesare
Deltona, FL
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res Docket No. 97-55, FCe 97-34

Th letter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the Andrews'Elelt1ent8ry'PTA of
Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want tbe TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on
~ntent information about·the program.
,t;Jf'p-

TAle FCC, by law, is required to determine wbether tbe industry's rating system has met statutory
~uirementsof the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. \Ve request the following:

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on~he screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and thafif'inClude parents;
and

*That any rating system
if it meets the needs of pal"

luated by independent research to determine

ttl



Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commi4Olsioners
,,/0 F~dcral Communicatiollil Commission
1919 M. Street N. W" Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97~34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Lomond View, Weber District,
Utah State PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
The Rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information
so that parents can make decisions about what i43 appropriate TV programming for
their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate oveIWhelrning parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and 'Media studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. .~y ra . without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals t carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request
the following:

'Dtat under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system:

.
That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC, and that it include
parents and;

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
detennine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and O·
families. No. ot Copies rec'd!.--~_­
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March 18, 1997

Chairman Reed Hunt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.• Room 222
Washington. DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

HE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalfof the National PTA and the San Carlos Coordinating PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti. Chafr of the 'IV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17.1997. The rating symbol on the 'IV screen does not proVide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate 'IV

programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall Which demonstrate ovelWhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA .U.S. News and World Report. and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the 'IV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and publiciZed in periodicals that carry 'IV scheduling is
useless.
The FCC. by law. Is reqUired to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe the system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

... That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further. the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such
as V (for Violence). S (for sexual depiction and nudity). and L (for language);

... That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

... That the rating icon on the 'IV screen be made larger. more prominently places on the screen, and
appear more frequently dUring the course of a program;

... That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

... That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

No, 01 Copies rec'd
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Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
do Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street N. \V., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Lomond View. Weber District.
Utah State PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
The Rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information
so that parents can make decisions about what i~ appropriate TV programming for
their children. b/Iajor surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and \Vorld Report, and Ivledia studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system vvithout content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request
the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infonnation about
programs such V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system~

.
That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and a.ppear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC, and that it include
parents and;

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and

families.

Sincerely,
No. of Copies rec'd 0
UstABCDE ---



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55. FCC 97-34

I am wTiting on behalfof the National PTA and the John Muir PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released
this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best
for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

~~/1!L~
Q~ ~ :r- euJcl 1
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt atld FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554 DOCJ<fr tJl.E COPy (J~JGiNAL

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: C8 Docket No. 87..11. FCC 87·34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Rocky Mountain Elementary PTA to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti. Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content information 80 that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted
by the National PTA. U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interptet what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and pUblicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC. by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this
system does 80 and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead.
I request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no fating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more promtnently pieced on
the screen, and appeaf more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the fattng board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research
to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

o
No. of Copies rec'd.__-
ListABCDE

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue 80 important to children and
families.



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.,Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and our local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 19CJ7.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and
Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe tois system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it

meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97 - 55. FCC 97 - 34
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I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Robert D. Wilson PTA, Inc. to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want
the TV'industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on
content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence),
S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents, and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the
needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

fJ
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
,,)0 F~d~ralCommunications Commission
1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Lomond View, Weber District,
Utah State PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
The Rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content inforntation
so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents inforntation about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and lvledia studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content inforntation
about the program. Any rating system 'Mthout content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request
the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infonnation about
programs such V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V -chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

.
That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC, and that it include
parents and;

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
detemtine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to chil<t.ren and

families. No. ot Copies rec'd '0
UstABCDE
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March 19, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and Helen Keller Junior High School PTA of Schaumburg, Illinois to voice my
opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents may
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the
TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make these choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals
that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
system. Instead I request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information about programs, such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction
and nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently displayed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of the program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs the
needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

sv~~,~
Pamela M. Nelson (Residence address) 1220 Allison Lane Schaumburg, 11.60194
PTA President
Keller Jr. High
820 Bode
Schaumburg, n. 60194 oNo. or Copies rec'd. _
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Oak Grove Elementary School PTA to voice
my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack. Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News
and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what $ best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based
on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on
the screen and publiciZed in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for
language):

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program.

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

!..~:). of Copies rec'd,--_O_·_
Ust ABCDi:



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
cio Federal Commllnications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55t FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Oak Grove Elementary SChool PTA to voice
my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this faU which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News
and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what!s best for their childr~. paft!!lls want to make those choicesJhemselves based
on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on
the screen and pUblicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 'do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for
language):

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program.

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

No. of Copies rec'd V
ListABCOE



March 20, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W " Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

My name is Jolene Rodenbaugh, and I'm a member of the Robinwood Lane PTA in
Boardman,Ohio. More importantly, I am a concerned parent. I am happy to see that you
felt a TV rating system was needed and you are trying one at this time, however, I'm
opposed to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. While this was a good attempt, the symbol
on the screen does not provide me with the information I want to know when deciding if
my children may watch a program or not. On more than one occasion, I disagreed with
the aged-based rating that was given to a program and felt my children should not watch a
program that was rated ok for their ages. I was able to do this only because I had seen
the program before and knew what it's content was. I prefer a system that lets me decide
what is ok for my children to watch because it tells me of the program's content. I agree
with the National PTA when it said, "Any rating system without content descriptions on
the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.".

The FCC is required, by law, to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. I agree with
the National PTA in requesting the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system, or any
rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V-for
violence, S-for sexual depiction and nudity, and L-for language;

That the FCC require a v-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the program:

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

~l~gclw~J
Jolene Rodenbaugh
Boardman, Ohio o

No. of Copies rec'd,_---
ListABCOE



March 20, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.,Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

My name is Don Rodenbaugh, and I'm writing to you as a concerned parent and PTA
member at Robinwood Lane in Boardman, Ohio. I'm opposed to the v-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17,1997. While this was a good attempt, the symbol on the screen does not provide me
with the information I want to know when deciding if my children may watch a program
or not. On more than one occasion, I disagreed with the aged-based rating that was given
to a program and felt my children should not watch a program that was rated ok for their
ages. I prefer a system that lets me decide what is ok for my children to watch because it
tells me of the program's content. I agree with the National PTA when it said, "Any
rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.".

The FCC is required, by law, to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecom munications Act of 1996. I do not bel ieve this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. I agree with
the National PTA in requesting the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system, or any
rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V-for
violence, S-for sexual depiction and nudity, and L-for language;

That the FCC require a v-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

SinCerelY)",;,. ",/~Jl/ ~
a~~iV~~ .
Donald F. Rodenb
Boardman, Ohio

No. of Copies rec'd,__D _
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March 20, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 MStreet N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Iam writing on behalf of the National PTA and Vista PTA ( Granite Wasatch South Council)
to voice our opposition to the v-ehip rating system as presented by lack Valenti, Chair of the
TV Rating Implementation Group, on lanuary 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrates overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA,
Us. News and World Report, and Media studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV
industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.
The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V(for violence), S (for Sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during course of aprogram;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it indude parent: and
* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to

determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Mamann Steffensen PTA President
Salt Lake Gty, Utah

~o" of Copies rec'd /
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TIERRASANTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
PTA

TOGETHER WE ARE WINNERS

5450 La Cuenta Drive
San Diego, Ca. 92124

March 21, 1997

(619)496-8255

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M StreetN.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

,,{

We are writing on behalfof the National PTA and the local PTA from Tierrasanta Elementary
School in San Diego, California regarding our opposition to any v-chip rating system which does not provide
content information. We believe it is critical that parents be able to make choices based on content
information as opposed to interpretations by the TV industry.

We strongly suggest the following:

1. The FCC should not adopt the TV industry's rating system

2. Rating systems should include content information for violence, sexual depiction \ nudity
and adult language as separate categories.

3. The FCC should require a V-chip band broad enough to accommodate more than on rating
system.

4. The rating icon on the TV screen should be large, prominently placed on the screen and
should appear multiple times during the course of a program.

5. Any rating system approved by the FCC must be based on parental involvement and be
evaluated by independent research.

Thank you for this opportunity w comment on an issue which is so important to children and
families.

Sincerely,

Linda Juhasz
Tierrasanta Elementary PTA President

o



March 17,1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commssioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

EISENHOWER PTA
100 Warwick Drive
Upper St. Clair, PA

15241

No. of Copies rec'd'--_­
ListABCDE

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
I am writing on behalf ofthe National PTA and The Eisenhower Elementary School

PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented to Jack Valenti,
Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol
on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and WorldReport, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what·is best for their children. Parents want to
make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any
rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industryfs rating system has
met statutory requirements ofthe Telecommunications ACT of 1'996. We do not believe
this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
we request the following:

- That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the induStrylS rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V(Violence), S(Sex and Nudity) an L(Language);

-That the FCC require a V-Chip ban broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

-That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

-That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

- That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine ifit meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerely,(j~/&L
Name ~NICP ~. (70 0 £
City, State ;l}m01A~m

/S.;<V'( ,



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 87-11, FCC 17-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Rocky Mountain Elementary PTA to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group. on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV saeen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted
by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry 'TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law. is required to determine whether the industrYs rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this
system does 80 and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
I request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

Sincerely,~ / /J • .., L
wr~

lOZ8 eAST ''10 NO'RTH

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it inctude
parents; and

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to chitdren and
families.

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research
to determine if it meets the needs of parents.
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Suzanne Srikanchana
2946 Greenbrook Way, N.E.
Atlanta, GA 30345

March 21, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I'm writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. Instead, parents need information about the content of
programs, so that they (not the TV industry) decide what is best for their children.

I request instead:
• A rating system with content information about programs, such as V for violence, S for sexual

depiction, and L for language;
• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and

appear more frequently during the course of a program;
• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it

meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this topic so important to families.

Si"Z;~~
Suzanne Srikanchana

No. of Copies rec'd
list ABCDE '------
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Mr. & Mrs. Larry E. Wilkes
3732 N 900 W
Ogden, UT 84414
March 20, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. street N. W., Room 222
Washington DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing as a parent and member of the PTA of Lomond View Elementary,
Weber District, Utah to voice my opposition to the V-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children.
Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News
and World Report, and Media Studies Center/ Roper. Parents do not want
the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about
the program. Any rating system without content description on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act
of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC
not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request the
following:

That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence),
S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more that one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of
a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC, and
that it include parents and;

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
families.

oSincerely,

No. of Copies rec'd
Ust ASCDE .----



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the In \t,JXlY\(U1' ' ~, (local, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Your Name
Town, State

~~C:)Cyv'(,-_t-\. rCl (K"r~'-lU---\:-cr--
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March 18, 1997

o

Karen Andresen
529 Stone Drive
Novato, CA 94947

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o fCC
1919 M S1. N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairperson Hundt and Commissioners,

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing as an active member of the Lynwood PTA to state my opposition to the V­
chip rating system proposed by the TV Rating Implementation group on January 17, 1997.
This system does not give me the infonnation which I need as a parent to screen my
children's television shows. My children watch much less television than average, thus they
are very affected by violence on the screen. Just because the other six year old boys enjoy
a movie like Star Wars does not mean it is appropriate for my six year old. I also do not
want my children watching television shows filled with sexual innuendoes, regardless of
whether that might seem tame or be acceptable for other children the same age.

I also believe that the majority of parents use the TV as a baby-sitter or are not monitoring
their children's viewing. I see the negative effect this has on children. I do also believe that,
if the proper tools such as the V-chip and an effective rating system were in place, parents
would do a better job of monitoring television "iewing. I support the criteria recommended
by the PTA which would provide separate ratings for the intensity of violence, sexual
content and adult language. I also support the wider V-chip band and larger rating icon,
and the inclusion of parental research in decision making.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

~cerelY' /1
~Andre.en

No. of Copies rec'd
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March 19. 1997

Chairman Aeed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c\o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.• Aoom 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

AE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti on January 17. 1997.

We want a rating system that is based on the content of the programming. not
one that is age based. The age based ratings are really meaningless. We want
ratings such as those used by the cable programming guide. ie: V- violence. S­
sexual content, A- rape, N- nudity, L- adult language etc. This will give us more
information, as parents, on which to base our decisions for T.V. viewing.

Also we request (1) that the rating board be independent of the industry and
the FCC, and that it include parents; (2) that any rating system approved by the
FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
of parents, and (3) that the rating icon on the T.V. screen be made larger,
be more prominently placed, and appear more frequently.

Thank you for your kind attention.

Sincerely, f)
~~

///'~ ,y ~

/'- //>/'-: ' ,?t!/#{7.7~A,-
Solei! Divine & Neil Gibson
7466 Westerling Way,
Salt Lake City, Utah 84121

iJ
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March 20, 1997

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Emerald Middle School PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions abut what is appropriate
TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the
content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications ACT of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

*

*

*

*

*

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

No. of Copies rec'd!--_O__
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